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ABSTRACT I -

A 1ongrtud*%al look at the entering freshman classes

of the University of North Carclina at Chapel Hill dyring the years-
1966, 1970, 1974, 1978 is presénted. Comparisons are made with .
entering freéhmen at all universities participating in the' annual

freshean noras surve&s sponsored by-the Américan Council on Fducation
and the Cooperativé“Institutional Research Precgram of the: University.

of California at Los Angeles (CIFP). Pata -‘furnished by the Office of _

Undergraduate Admissiens ard the CIRP study are presented for: sex:
age;.race; reiigion° political orientation: parents® education:
parents' income; high schceol grades; - educational FPlans: prabable
career: college finahces: college plans: important objectives: past
activities; and opinions - on social issues. Some highlights noted are-

" ¢hese: womé\ comprised 57.1 percent of the 1978 entering freshman
" class as compared to 20.8 percent of the class 'that entered in 1966;-
" average SAT cres declined from 1152 .in 1966 to 1063 in 1978;: high

school grad s have improved:; and &he annual income of\entering

“freshmen rose substagtially. Tt is ‘concluded that the university

contlnues to attract motlyated students, the types of students have .
not changed drastlcaily,'and there is a need. for additional research
to determine the success of the students after éﬁ

data covering CIRP findings for the years. not reported are available
in the Office of Ingtftutional Research. Tables provide statistical
.hreakdown of findings..(LC)

1 <+

aduation. Additional'

#********* ke afeak 3 ek o e 3k ok o ok ok **********#*m**ﬁ* 3k ok ol ok v ook ’t t b ********#**l‘l*f** Ak

Lk Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can. b maae/

* + from the original documen t.
#****¢****t**********************#***********ﬁt***tt**#**** ***f?******
- * . ‘/./
v 1
‘ - /" /
- ] . Y .

*

*

Lixt



. THE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA. "~ =~ -
. ' AT CHAPEL HILL - - y
o . ¥ ) | ‘ N :
o S |

ED1830

.
° /
: /
. /
\ St ) | ’
‘ .
| ks
.
| t
1.
LA . .
. ‘ |
| /7
)
. , P .
+
' . « " »
' -
. / ’ (
~ 4‘(( A . .
. oF . ) ) . | '-
| . ) h us .
* i3
- 4 . ,(l‘lAulMlNlU,_ “‘_‘A”"
5 . . . . NAJU(A‘h()Ns\N*‘FA“E
| YD 1 . ' ‘
ff M SHON TO RE PRODUCE 114 . 'Ofg' AR
* hY il ) , U(A'
MATLBIAL HAL Bl LN GRANTED BY . o, |
~ v .. . e A ,"' .
. D N i TY I IV l
. B oy o
- ‘,l o AL . SRR I RIS
2 . L t SN ’I\“‘ ‘T.N an Con o0
’ [ ?\ ) AL . RO ST N sy '! Aot e N
. b L /" P, . : s A
vt . - . | I P - .J,. LN e A
v 2 . t S e e N h
' [
) ' . K 1, SOURCE T '
i TS OUCATIONAL 13t N o |
SiREg ORMATION SRS IR SR ) |
! M ! .
-' . . ] . |
.- )
0’ . . - | |
h ) - .
-
’ . ”
\
L - . ) /
) /R
. . . ' . | |
- .-
- | | |
, N ¢ |
. , . |
. - . A4 \j , | |
. ‘,‘ v e R ’ ‘r
N R ‘ . | |
\ s . | |
\ , ) ‘- | |
‘\J ! ] ' P A .
[ )
y .
4
Y

-
- - LY

OFFIGE OF INSTITUTIONALARESEARCH - s

C, . <02 SOUTH BUILDING - 005A L ’
\ o0 "+ . CHAPELHILL, N.C. 27514 ;o
% X ' 1y - ¢ : ¢ . o . s ! ’ .
\) ‘ A . L . ‘ ; ) ‘ K -
[RIC -

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.




) - . . L . 3 ‘ ¢ ‘
- ‘( ' k > AN ) ) - R , ) ‘
b ) ‘W R * t '
\ . a2 . ' ,
) . N ) 7‘. s . . é.' , ‘.‘u::k;f_- . —~— . ‘
o . ) - .
£ - - ' x ‘ Do
L ’:‘; . » . . , s
. THIRTEEN YEARS OF CAROLINA ‘.’ .
- ©ON . : . .
. FRESHMEN, 1966-1978§ A U .
. o, ) ' . e o
' ) 7 ) ]& N M ‘ - “ ) « ¢ \
. . . A iy
NS . - . " ',
g' . ‘ . ‘ . :" ) . . [ 4 ‘ ) - /-\ .
. ‘ ' ' S : Y .- : ) : ‘ ‘
A longitudinal look at the enterlng freshman classes of The ., e
' University of:.North Carolina at Chapel H111¥from 1966 to L ,
’ * 1978 and comparisons with entering freshmen at all univer- . ,
_+ sities participating in the anndal freshman norms-sunveys _ - .
. -sponsored.by the American Council on Education and’ the ' ! -
_Cooperative Institutional Research Program of the Univer- N e o
o ‘. 31€§ of” Callfbrnla at Los. Angeleg. | S _ : 1 *
] , v\‘ . . r . l". > . . 1.
~ T4 - .o ' :
R - : ) ? 3 /.' ) . ,
. P ) ' 1 ) % -// - /. .
t. D | - Tlmothy R. Sanfqrd C ' / S /". ) ,
v T .. Associate Director . : Y A R . \
R y Offlce of ‘Instifutional Research /“ o :
. *The Unlver31ty of North Carollna at Chapel Hill ]/ , :

. March, 1979 . /e



CL HIGHLIGHTS -« .

: \
Women comprise 57.1% of the 1978 enterlng fireshman class as compared

to 20. 8% of the class. that entered - Catolina in 1966 ' : .

-
Q -

in 1966 to 1063 in 1978.

]

Average SAT scores declined from 115

Annual income of ﬁerents of our entering freshmen rase substantlally.
as 47.3% reported yearly incomes of $25,000 or’more in 1978 compared
to 15.6% in 1966. v

. t

—

»

- /
«ngh sthool grades have improved; in 1978 64.9% reported averége grades
f "A" whlle 1n“1966 34% reported such grades.'

<
- -

' Freshmen expre331ng expectations that they will be satlsfled with UNC-CH
_‘have decllned from 77.3% in 1970 to. 72 QX in ;978 .

+
N 3
‘o
.

Attendance at church_in the year preceeding college entn& has #ncreased
- among our entering freshmen from 67.9% in 1966 to 92.7% in 1978,

- El . -«

-,




THIRTEEN YEARS OF CAROLINA FRESHMEN, 1966-1978 ‘
SN S . B

i

R

Since-l966 The University of-North Carclina at Chapel Hill has partici-
» pated in bhe annual survey of entering freshmen conducted jointly by the

American Gouncil on Education and. the Unlversity of €alifbrn1a at Los R

-

Angeles through the Cooperatlve Institutional Research Program (CIRP). Over
the years the _survéy 1nstrume1t has undergone cons1derable modification ‘ ‘
and expansion; yet many individual questions have.remained unchanged and

these form the basis for a long-term comparison of entering freshmen: their

L]
>

° backgrounds Ahelr ideas, their plans.

L3 -

In order to keep the quantity-ef data manageable, orfly IOur years——1966

1970 1974 1978—-are presented in this report Data from the remalning nine .

years are- avallable in the &ffice of. Institutlonal Research\and interested par-

v . [
P .

ties are encouraged to-contact that office. . . :
_\; The purposé’of.this report is to provide infbrmatibn_about changes in -The
University's freshman classes during the thirteen year period covered by the

CIRP study. 'Also, comparisons aré_made'between Chapel Hill‘freshmen and those
at qther universities in the United'States. Basic data on The University's

freshman classes, ad furnished by thé Office of Undergraduate Admissions,
asses, Rk ,

aré presented first; then, data #rom the CIRP stydy are presented in the following

areas: 3\
a. Sex B * i. Educational Plans o
b. Age , ’ e Jj. Probable Career © e
toe c. Race : - ' k. College Finances ' ~ -
' d. Religion N 1. College Plans
L _ ‘e. Political Orientation m. Important Objectifes _
f. Parents' Educationt . n. Past Activities : . .
. g. Pdrents'. Income i e o. Opinions on Social \[ssues = ~ .
h. High School Grades . . P S , g

¢ In selecting questions from the surveys‘to be presented here, the process

Js'. - Was_ influenced greatly by the relatively small number of questions asked in all

. o
- L -~ 8 N . . .

' '
~ .
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four years. Beyond that, théyaeleotion wag based on a desire to present

[ - .
interesting rather than totally comprehensive findings. Complete results from
.- ‘ - . ,

all sur&eys are available in the Office of Institutional Research.

, Profiles of f Carolina Preshmen
- ¢

Basic proflle data on tle' entering freshman classes.for the four years

covered in thls:report are shown in Table 1. Some hlghllghts are:

a. The change in sex distribution of enterlng freshmen. - WOmen
" comprised 20,8% ofgﬁhe 1966 class but 57.1% of.the 1978 class.
b. The growth in enrbllment of mlnoblty stydents from 4.4% in .
1970 to 9 5% in 1978. ' o

c. The decline in average SAT scores from 1152 in 1966 to 1063 in
1978. This parallels the decline in national averages from N
967 in 1965-66 to 897-4in 1977-78. ' \

.d. The increase in percentages of students ranking high im their
.high school classes. Although test scores declined, 76.4% of
~the 1966 class was in the top quarter of their class as compared
. t089.4% of the 1978 class being in the top fifth of their
graduatding high school class. (The change from quarters to fifths

results from a change in format used by the Office of Undergraduate
Admissions.) : o )

e. The generally stable attendance patterns of freshmen from counties
within North Carolina and from other states. It is -somewhat -interest-
i ing that the home county of this University (Orange) dropped -
‘ from fifth place in 1966 to tenth place in_1978.
~ './ .I - ';‘
Overall, the first two changes are the ones to keep in mind while reading

the remainder of thngreport. One should be aware that both the sizable
” '.}. . .
i ®
increase in women and the increase "in minority students introduce the

C

possibility of additional sources of variation (other than the passage'of'time)

) L -
into an analysis of the differences in freshmen entering The University.

!

. a . L

’

o




<
Y . N ,
TABRE 1 . g .FRESHMAN CLASS PROFILE DATA
Enrollment Distributions: r
S ) L
: © 1966 1970 1974~~~
2 ‘ - -
Togal 2288 2900 . ~28817 .
» . . .

By Sex # r# - % # %

- \\ . ) . . 7 ST . - \‘- - ._.
Men 1811 79.2 2052 ., 70.8. 1505 52.1
Women " - 477 20.8 . -848° 29.2 1382 47.9
- : ~ i

By Race - ”
Blatk Not Available 127 b 268 79.3
Whige : , 2765 95,3 - 2589,  89.7

' Other .8 - 0B, 30 1.0

By Residency S v N

. ) . . v . N .

. In-state 1734 75.8 2496 86.1 2327 806
"Not-in—-quota" 134 5.9 195 6.7 126. - 4.4
Out-of-state 420 18.4 209 - - 7.2 434 15.0

’ . (=4 . . '-’ ‘-_'

Academic Records: . \

K L& T - - ) . ] ‘
| 1966 - (&fé\ 1970 ‘.% | 1974 %
‘SAT Scorés : ‘ ' "7 . ) ""X
- ) v ”Z :
Verbal 560 - 546 L 532 e
Math 592 . o580 e , 568
, %;tal S 1152 : 1126 ' 1100
High -School ' o | .
Rank? 4 o+ N S
Top fifth <. 1747. ~ 764 2169 4.8 2577 89.3
Second fifth 503 - 22,0 598 20.6 ° 205 et
_-Notes N )

l. Excludes 13 freshmen readmits. o

2 For, 1966 and-1970, ranks show%'are quartiles,

3 Ejcludes 123 freshmen from high‘échools;ndt providing ranks,

v st B )
. L ' . , »
SN
oo, 0

1978
Ve L N i 3&0}%&.5\.
U S
« 1317 42.9
1753 57.1
/\ -~
<
293 9.5
2718 88.5
' 59 1.9
|
2635 85.8
113 3.7
332 10.5
1978
" 511
552
1063
# s
2635 89.4
221 7.5
2




+ Freshman Class Profile Data (cont.)

*

Piace .of Residence: a . . o E L
- . | , //(‘ " ‘.
North Carolina Counties (ranked by numbey of freshmen) / - .
L 1966 1970 1978
1§§é Top Ten # ' Rank # ' Rfang jli L
Guilford 150 - 1. 200 2 205

" Mecklenberg 136 2 240 1 185 1 233

, Wake 132 3 193 3 176 2 255
Forsyth < 102 4 154 . 4 128 L4 ~ 172

: » : B )

) Orange 8r - 5. 101 5 60 9, .58
Durham 73 -6 101 5 s . 5 98
Bunbomb% | - 53 7 . 65 "9 68 7 ' 64

F B . o I :
Cumberlgnd 45 8 79 * 7 79 6 104

' New Hanpver 37 9. . 45 a3 (16) . 47
Gastonf - 35 . W 49 107 a9 (11) 59

Alamax?'ce

K4
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2 Freshman Class Profile Data (cont.)} ’ . o,

™
~

Other States (rankéﬁ by number of freshmen)

A 1966 1970 < w1974 - 3978
‘1966 Top Ten # - Rank , # Rank #  Rank # ° . Rank
" . i t L . i . . . ) - Faas . . , z
Virginia 81 1 68 s 79 1 43 2 4
New York 67 "2 T 46 © 2 50 T2 41 "3
> New Jersey 55 3 29 5% 42 6 37 v 4
Georgia 40 4 34 ¢ 4 43 5 45 1
s Florida 37. s, 29 5 U6. A 37 4
- - w‘s - ) -
Pennsylvania 35 - 6 25 8 . 35 - 8 21 8
" Connecticut . 31, 7 219 Jo : l9 ‘10 20 10
Maryland 28 8., 35 3 50 2 35 6
South Carolina 26 9 28 7 ~36 7" 18, . (1
. TennesSee 24 , 10 23 9 35 8 26 7 /
. g, e - . T L J
s : - ' : .
Ohio 13- -, (13). 143 +(11) 17 .. (11) - 21 8
s O .\_‘ 9.: o - t
Total States. o R ‘.
- Re?iesented}//‘-34" ‘33 . 37 ; 33 | .
. . ) k:"—/. * .,.~.\ . R L4 t ) )
Source: 'Office of Undergraduate Admissions' Profiles of Freshman ] . -
N Classes Entering UNC-CH in Fall 1966, 1970, 1974, and 1978; ’ . '
e ' ‘enrollment distribution by race from the Office .of Records R +
and Registration. . . | : : N
- X y . .
4‘ ‘_‘
) e ‘ .
® ¢ i . “' » ‘\‘ *'
. N . @ ¢
. ) W . ‘
y 9 |




Carolina Freshmen 1966~1978 -
. , . y ’

The information presented in this section is based entirely on the responses
of ente}iné freshmen to.the ACE/CIRP Freshman Norms Surveys. Asnot\eyery

'\,}f " freshman completed the surveys, there are some differences between these data - .
N . . . . . N o~ . . -
. .and the freshman profile data presented earlier. Note that the tables'also
v o, .m.\ ) * ) ’

" show comparative data for freshmen at all universities. s

4 B ‘ ,
Table 2 shows freshman responses in four areas: sex, age, race, and religious

hd N

o ) preference. The change in sex distribution has already been commented upon
for UNC—CH freshmen, and a similar, though less drast1c, change is d!ﬁﬁf—e—1'_—'
evident among entenlng freshmen at all unlver81ties. Comparable;flndingsn - o -

for the race disgtribution are also evident.

,

A The percentage of ertering freshmep who %fe nineteen years of'age or older
' - . .’

BN fahas been increasing slightly for UNC-CH freshmen and for all urfiversity

”
\

~ L] 4

freshmen. Nevertheless,. assuming that the "typical"nage for a new freshman is

A ‘ 18,'the,findings,show that fewer than 1 in .5 of our, éntering freshmen are older .

v - i
- v

than the norm.. . S - R . . . .
\\ . . ’ k)

Rellglous preference does not’ ShOW‘mUCh change over the years but it 13

“« °

interesting that the percentage selectlng,"None" beaked in 1970 Wthh was in

the mldst\of a period of campus (and .Societal) turmoil The difference in

N <

- ‘. religious preference between UNC-CH freshmén and those at other universities

-
\ 3

is also rather 1nterest1ng, perhaps reflecting regional varlation across
. - :

the country.

In .Table 3 one sees that the educational level of the parents of our.

]

'freshmen has risen over the\}ears as'has.parental/income. The %ame holds true

for freshmen at other unlversitles\ One also notices that UNC—CH freshmen * .

. - seem Lo come- from famllies in whlch the parents are better educated .and have \
. ) .\\

higher incomes than do freshmen at oﬁher un{yersltles. This is particularly note- '

A »

worthy glven the general "reputation" of the South as belng somewhat behind ' c 6

Y
~
-

\) ‘ . . . r.-". . 9 . 1 .' . -l - __ -4 .. *
£1§U: ¢ ST s S . oL (l_' . \\- E o .. IR .
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TABLE 2

L

i

*CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,

1974, 1978 (EKQTeésed in percentages)

.UNC—CH -

- . Women
—

24 .4
£ 29.0
50.5
58.8 .

-
9.9
12.8
16 6
17.1

L] *

e BN o RN e e B
NHEHWOEHEYONO
o .

NV Wee woo no

i

21.9

21.4
v 22.9

- 2104%‘ ;

\. .
‘ - i -
ITEM Men.
Sex - 1966 _75.6
1970 " 71,0
1974 49.5
1978 - 41,2
- Age- 19 or glder
‘ a 1966 18.6
1970 18.5
> 1974 21.9.
1978 ' 19.6
, i
Race e
Black 1966 - 1.0
. 1970 3.9
X 1974 / 7.2
1978 ¢ 5.9
White 1966 98.1
. 1970 95,5
* 1974 91.5
1978 92.5
Religious Preference
Baptist 1966° *
: " 1970 22.5
1974 .. 22.9
1978 26.1
Methodist 966
‘ 970
: ‘ 20.5
, 1978 18.6
Roman Catholic 3
1966 5.4
1970 - 7.2
1974 6.5
. 1978 8.3
_ Nome - . 1966 . - 8.1
e 1970 *"11.5 .
1974 - 10.6
' P 1978 10.8

0\ O O

Total

100.0.. °
100.0 -
- 100.0

100.0

®

*

G=HWN®OwO~SNPO
[ ] [ ]
LS N, N, IR

*

22.4

—"23.4

28.3

20.8
21'0 7

' )"2033

v .
S

.
¥

Questiog not asked

‘.

ALL UNIVERSITIES ¢ - -

Men

.58.2
58.7 -
53.2
51,8

MOV VN W
o o .
OV WD WNOo P

D OO O

Question not asked -

- Women

41.8
41.3
46.8 .
48.2

. '1009
13.6

N 13.4

AN
TN

L] . .

.

.

* L]

CWwunnddbpN
[ ]
NeewvwoonNnPE,D

B O OO

*

. .

* *

OPFP-oni W
CwoosPFoo

.

. NO O O O
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ITEM

Father's, Education
\High.Scthl_Gra&\_

1966
+ 11970

e~

19747 °

A

: 1978
v*zadLlege Grad.,J
. " 1966
: 1970
1974
1978

<

~

" TABLE 3 .. - S

CHARA@TERISTICS or ENTERING’FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,
1974, 1978 (Expressed in ﬁércentagea)“

'UNC-CH ' . . ALL UNIVERSITIES

4

———

. Men' "Women Tgtalt - 'Men f ".. Women

4145
40.4
41,5
36.7

Mothegjs Education

High School Grad

1966
1970 -
1974
\ 1978
College Grad °

1966
1970
1974
1978 .

: Parental Income

©$0-9,999° 1966 -

-

1978
$10;000-24,999-

1966

-.1970

1974 -

. "Tev 1978
» $25,000- '

St ' 1966

1970

. .- 1974

7. 1978

; L
404 0 405
2148 . --257&

¢ 197h—rT15.8y - 1bb

L300 1305

& - 4 o

S 42,57 ., 49.1
- 55.4 T157.1
53.0, . 54.8
40.6 42.9 -
17.0 . 10.6
22.9.. 7 17.3
31.2 30.8 .
T 52.3 3;.5




-

. . : . . ' 3 ' L |
) the xest of‘the natlon in the aregs of personal income and educatlonal
k.-. .- . N

attalnment .- .
. . . .S t

3

The effects of~inf1ation are somewhat difficult to measure as one looks . ,

= . ¥ - - x -

o ; at the flgures on parental income but oneﬂmay be somewhat surprlsed to.learn - ST

* -~

that, nearly half\of our 1978 freshmen (47 3%) cpme from familles with incomes
over $25, O@O. Even more- surprlsingly, better than 1 in 10 (13. 7%)-come

from famllles with incomes over. $50 000 (a flgure not presented in the table).

<

We should not 1ose sight -of the fact, however, that ten percent of our, 1978 ' : '
_ _ " freshmen report’ famil& 1ncomes of 1ess than 510 000. . .. | .‘

. ‘

= - ) One po;slble impllcatlon of the finding that 47, 3% report incomes greater {
,;'than $25,000 is that, correspondinély, 52.7% of our freshmen come,from families

with incomes less than $25 000 per year. Under the new Middle Income Sttident

v
\

As31stance Program passed by Congress last fall, all students W1th adJusted

- ~ * ‘.

famlly 1ncomes under $25,000 will be eligible for Basic Grants. of at least

4k s $200. Thus, ‘we may f1nd that a maJority of our students can be eligible for , -
’.- '..‘. A 3 \ . - .. .

federal student financial ass1stance. (It should be- noted that a large number

of‘our’ﬁfﬁdents already apply for and are awarded federal student aid.) ’f
Table'4 shows. freshman ‘responses to questions about their high school

grades, polltlcal Or1entatlons, and highest degree plans. Except for a sllght

., dip in the percentage reporting mostly A grades 1n“1970 thls percentage oot \
A\ c T
* has rlsen not1ceably over the years. The increase for*men has been much more .‘-ﬂv '

»dramatlc than that for women, and one wonders if this might be related to the
change in sex distributlon. As fewer men were admitted the competition

! * 1ncreased and only those men with better high school grad/s were accepted . 8o

- - .
'.‘A\‘ . - $.

Certainly there are other factors 1nvolved (such as grade 1nf1ation), but this
trend toward grade equallzation between entering men and women may be an

unlntendedfbeneflt of equalizing their educatlonal opportunities.

" In looking at political orientation, the major finding is the rise-in
R . T . . - . . R .




ITEM

-

_ High School Grades
+(Average) . - '

‘A0 1966 , .
. 1970
Y1974
1978 -
e

B. 1966 , -
O 970
1974
1978~

Political Orientation
" Liberal .

1966
1970
_ . 1974
L \\1978
;V//_ Conser&ative

1966

w70,
1974~
1978

' Highest Academic

.- Degree Planned

.. i?-:}";:.vﬁ‘: » .
"Bachelot's

1966
1970
1974
1978

Master's

R T1966 .
. '1970-

-

1978

-

w 1966
> 71970
- 71974

1978

19746 , -

TABLE &4 .

‘Doctorate orx Professional

UNC—CH
Men - W(l)men ‘
LTt ‘\\\
“
28.0 529
25.6 52.7
55,1 67.2
60.1 68.3
57.4 43 .4
63.3 46.5
42.7 32.4
38.5 31.2
28.2 24,1
47.2 42.9
35.2 28.0
26.1 25.5
23.8 16.6
18.0 13.4
16.1 . 14.3
28.5 17.4
30.3 | 50.7
27.8 | 46 .6
25.1 - 51.9
- 30.8 4ty 2
) i_
24.0 33.2
.220'0 ve 31 OQ
16.8 23.9
20.3 25.3
42,77 12.9
© 49,0 . 20.5
57.0 * 24.1
NAR 4 20 2

k3

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,
1974, 1978 (Expressed in pércentages)

" Total

s

wwu

t

cxﬁgmntb

PN g w P -
e o o, e e o o

NG VwNoO O

[ 4

o=~y
L ]
NN

N W PO

22.0
16.6
15.2
22.1

35.3
40.8
40.3 -

271 14

P

" ALL UNIVERSITIES

- “Men’ Women
17.4 27.7,’ » )
.20.3 30.1 .7
26.B 35.6.-
33.0 © 42,3
~, 58.2 61.1
~61.7 61.3
585 57.4

o ‘\\\
-\.'\\
23.8 20.5 .
43.2 . 37.9
35.6 32.0
28.7 27.2
19.9 13.5
17.8 16.2
16.2 12,5
21,5 14.2
~ 30.0 51.5
28.0 46.3 .
32.6 43.5
30.0 371
31.8°\  32.3
32.2 34,0
25,2 " 28.2
32.0 32.9
30.6 9.6,
37.7 7. 145
37.6 22.2
] .

»
h
Y
2
b))

21.7
24.3

" 31.0

37.6

59.3
61.5
58.0
54.4

Total
———
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enterlng classes. Given the cu{rent social/polltikal mlllez, one is not

surprised to see a resurgence of conservatlve leanings in 1978 in both oL

&

UNC~CH freshmen and .those at other universities. ) ; ./

Changes in plans er earning academlc degrees show a umber of fluctua—,

‘

tions over the years. For Carollna fﬁeshmen,‘the overallftotals show llttle
¢ Co . ' - i ”
- A o . ' T
change but differences between men and women are prather interesting. For

.

men, 1974 was the/year in which the highest.percentage-expkessed plans to . f

earn a doctoral or: professlonal degree (57 %) and in. Wthh the lowest -
percentage expressed an. 1nterest in bachelqr's (25 lA) or master s (l6. 8A

l

deg?ees. By 1978, however, these percehtages had returned_to'lejgls more
d . . zr/l - ) ] v t
closely aligned with the 1966 figures, excegt’for*the rise from 42.7% to

4834% in the doctoral/professional cate§pf}. For women, there has-'been
a steady increase since 1966 in the/percentage plannlng co earn a doctoral
or professlonal degree (12. 9% 1n/1966 29.3% in 1978) Slight decreases \
in the bachelor S and master’ s/degrees categorles parallel thls trend ... Tw
In cons1dering freshmen at all uniﬁersltles, slmllar flndlngs, partlcu-_.-
larly for women, are_ev1dent./ Chapel Hjll freshmen seem- pore likely to séek_

either, the bachelor's degree or a doctoral/professlonal{ﬂegree than freshmen

at other‘univeﬁsities among Whom a higher percentage express-plans"for a

<

master s degree. Possibly this is influenced by .the fact that UNC-CH offers - . -

many doctoral and profe351ona] programs which are €~availab1e at all universi-

AN : “.\v T e N
tlea, or. 1t could be related to the better hlgh schpol records of Carollna
\v ot é °

. o - . . .
& * f ) .

. fneshmeh\\\ oo : ! .

) ¥y : st

The data\ln Table 5 show how freshmen feel’ about flnancing their college

’ \ 1

' expenses, about t ir chances of dropplng out,- transferrlng, or belng satisfied

e
\

with -their college, and\apout their future career occupations: The four" areas

of careers were selected bééagse they were cpnsistently listed over allrl3
2 R Q. N oot
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> TABLE 5 . ' PR
TABLE 5 | _ |

[

A CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,
i . 1974, 1978 (Expressed in percentéées) .
S o UNC-CH. - ° ‘ALL UNIVERSITIES
. ITEM ‘ SN ‘Men ' Women! ~ fTotal Men Women
. . - o —— . ————— - ""‘-""—'—' 0 - — . .
" Concern About‘Finaﬁcing ‘
-Cotlege -Education .
T -7 k t ‘\_ﬁ‘ o,
~ Some or Major L oy N .
. . 1 vz ..
1966 54.9 58.3 55.8 163.9 62.3
. 1970 53.4 : 64,1 .56.5 66.§ . "'66.2
1974 54_03 @0‘04 » 57.4 600.2. h 65.5
1978 53.6 _62.7 58.9 61,5 69,1
'.Chances are Yery Good that Students
Will: (not asked in 1966) ~ .
Drop-out of\cpllége »
temporari}y-th i~h_ ‘
- . 1970 0.8 0.5 ‘0.7 . 1.2 1.6
i : o™ 10 1.1 - 1.1 7 1.6 +F 1.8
1978 0.9 0.9 . 0.9 " 1.1 » 1.3
JIransfer o ® '
. 1970 3.4 4.8 3.8 7.1 9.7
. 1974 " 2.8 2.8 2.8 8.3 11.2
1978 3.5 3.9 3.7 6.1 7.1
- Be satisfied ’ P, AN
' with college € v .
1970 75,5 81.8 77.3 65.9 .8
1974 73.2° 81.4 77.3 , 51.4 61.6
1978 67.9 75.8 72.5 55.8 64.8
. . Probable Career Occupations
" Businessman . . ‘ i
. 1966 21.6 1.1 16.6 17.1 3.1
’ . 1970. -15.4 2.6 13.5 J14.0 2.7
“ 1974 13.4 6.5 . 9.9 1401 7.1
o -1 71978 15.2 . 6.2 9.9 13.8 7.8
-Doctor (MD or DDS) -~ .. . e
. * 1966 17.9. 3.4 4.3 ' 10.3 2.5
-~ 1970 15.0 . 4.0 13.9 10.5 ° 2.9
1974 24.1 7.5 15,7 12.5 5.8
1978 21.1 11.4 i 15.5. 10.7 6.3 '\
Lawyer = 1966 16.0 f'i‘é 12.6__ " 8.3 0.9
1970 ° 19.3 - t . 14.4 9.6 1.7 -
1974 - -~ 16.1 5.3 10.6 . 7.9 3.6
“1978 - 15.2 |, 7.2 10.5 ~ 8.2x 5.2
. " Health Profeasioné > f'~, -y‘; :
(Non M'CD..) . ' L ;,—~—~ ..... 1\‘ " "
T 1966 S7.4 0 C18.2 \ 10.0 3.5 . 8.6
o o . 1970. 4‘06 1259 '700 . 16 3;1 804
e sy oz w16 s e

r'd
. v //’. -
cuvuaeln oouw
¢ ¢
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yearg of the survey and because comparatlvely hi percentagesuof’our freshmen

i

-

1nd1¢ated-an interest in them. There are no p/rticularly signlflqant flndlnge

~evident in the data on probablb career occupa

\ - -t

expre331ng an 1nterest in all four areas—ab

10ns, but the percentage of: women

1ness, medic;he/dentistry, other o

. o o .-
o health *leldS lawu—has 1ncreased over tne years. ,[~ - ;
) . “ ! ‘.

ern to freshme altgough not to

<
o

L ' ' College(flnances are omyiously a co

qulte the same exten ln Chapel Hlll as/at other unlver81t1es. It 134, @,

. ﬁ‘ -
) v interestlng that concern about flnances is Just as hlgp today (even hlgher) than ’
““, . » "/ .
.. it was ,m l966 desplpe ‘the fact that /most state and federal student :financial -

8

ald programs have been 1mplemented ilnCe 1966. While 1t may be 1deallstlc to
> 3

‘gxpect that the advent of plassive sﬁhdent éig programs would have relleved
the concern over financing the ollege experlence,_gie might have hoped to

K2 7
& . see at least some reductlon ip’ this area.. "/)' ~

[} 4

L Te On the survey forms used in 1970q 1974 and 1978 freshmen were’ asked

""

. to 1ndlcate their chance?/ét doing a number of thing@ during thelr co:l,»lege~~
. ‘ Y ;»
years. Three havefg\\;7§elected for this report l) Dﬁgppout of college K

~y

temporarily; 2) Tran?fer to a. dlfferent college, 3) Be satisfied with college.
S |

.

J;émparlng the_responses df Carollna frsshmen wibh those of freshmen_

q

-

at all,unive sities, one sees that other f entare /more inclined to feel

_;they ﬁull drop-out temporarily or|that theyﬁhlll transfer to another colleg%j

e';correAyondlngly, other freshmen feel l¢ss certaln tha? they -will be satlsfled

7 / - s ) . - .
with/their colleges. S o S . ; o :
4 . oy

/A§7§ The data shown in Table & consrs& of Actlvit;es Engaged in Durlng the

‘// Past Year and Important ObJectlves in Llfe. The three aotivitles presented

e [ ¢ ' ¢

- .
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. . TABLE 6 ° - R

S .\ CHARACTERISTICS:OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,

. , hd
.. .
P
4
L ]
]
(33

1974, 1978 (Expressged in perqentégés)

: S ~ v " UNC—C ALL UNIVERSITIES .
JITEM . ) o Men . .. Women . Total ’ gl_e_rl - Women t Total
‘_ A 'Actlv;u:::es Engag’ed J:n\-_ L o - . ’ ‘
Burlng Past Year‘ ‘ ) i “ . .
{Smoked clgar"‘ttes :. ) ] ) A
e N h1966 0 - 7231 T 1602 . 21.4 . 17.9 13.9 16.1
) \ 1970 . - _14.5 ' 10.0 13.2 ' 13.3. 12.0 - 12.5
. 1974 . S . _Not asked o o
1978 . ~ 6.3 . 8.7 7.7 7.5 12.9,. - ‘. 10.1
-t ‘ - .o .5 . ‘ - : ! " .- -
_Drank beer 1966 .  66.5 45.5 61.3 64.1 4267 55.1
- 1970, 69,3 . 446 - 6201  67.6 45.4 . 58.4
. 1974 o - ‘Nt asked. b
: 1978 ©78.7 ", 67.3 . 72,0 ° -82.8 71.5 77.3
. L. . N A .
. Attended . o, . . T ' - .
¢hurch 1966 66.0 - 73.7 -+ 67.9 - 5%.4 "66.7 - 60.1
1970 . 91.7 94,0 92.4 86,.2’ 90.0  *"87.8
"1974 X te ' _ Not asked e
o & 1978 789.9 .~ 94.7 92.7. i 84.1 - 89.3 .. 86.6
Important Objectives in Life . ' N '.:' i - 5 T Y . :
' Be an authority in my field P e ""ﬂ;,» : N - \
. 1966 68.4 - - 62.5 ® 67.0 7.4 % 62,5 < 67.7
© 1970 76.5 71.3 75.0 71.5 T 62.3, 67.9 ;
N 1974 . 69.3 - 64.8 67.1 67.5 62.3 - . 65.0
. - 1978 " 80.1" 80.0 80.1 77.0 74.2 75.6
Obtains recognition from peet¥s -~ = " L e
- 1966 48.1 *37.8, . 45.6 48.9 36.7 | 43.8
1970 - 45.8 36. 1 43.1 ¢ 45.6 3.4 0 41,0
C 1974 40.4 31.5 35.9 43.9 35.7 5 . 40.1
. -1978. 56.3 51.2 ' 53.3 56.1 51,6 - 53.9
. Bé well-off fimancially . - = - A
' 1966 . 54.2° 30.9 48.5 54.3 31.3 4437
1970 . - 45.4 26.0 39.8 44,9 - 24.9 36.6.
1974 48.4 33.4 40.8 © 51.7 34.0 43.4
| 1978 ° 64,2 52.0 57.0 67.1 53, ' 604
_Help others in difficulty- o |
' 1966 - - -63.1-  77.1 £6.5 58.2 77.9 ' 66.5
_ 1970 58.8 70.3 * 62.1" 57.2 73.4 63.9
¢ 1978 67.7_,. 7603 7208 58.5 ’ R 7300 65.5
) " ] .
~ . ¢ v .- ; A
. e S
. _ o R \ @
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here ‘were selected somewhat arb1trarily from the 1on5 list used in the

. \

urveys (the qxestion was not asked in 1974) In terms of cigarette smoklng,
‘/

one. may be pleaseq that the percentage of UNC-CH freshmen (and all freshmen)

N
who reported engaglnp in this act1v1ty decllned noticeably from 1966 (21.4%)

to 1978 (7.7%). Interestlngly enough cons1der1ng the tobacco tradition in

r

North Carolina, UNC CH freshmen show 1ower percentages hav1ng smoked

aretteé in 1978 than other freshmen desp1te hav1ng shown "higher percentages
than other freohmen in 1966 . . | T
AN
The consumption of malt beverages (drinking beer), however, shows evi-

//deﬁce of con31derable 1ncrease over -the 13 years fovered by the surveys.) This

is true for both sexes and for both Carolina .and other freshmen, in particular

1

Have women 1ncreased in the pereentage who reported haulng‘engaged in ,this .
‘ traditional student activity. .UNC-CH freshmen had higher percentages than
3 > .
other freshmen in the 1966 and 1970 surveys, but freshmen from other univer- "

] sitles surpassed our entéring class in 1978 If Chapel Hill is 1ndeed an area
-l a

of high beer consumptloh, as the local med1a have reported recently, it must

.be an acquired. tra1t (and taste) rathex than one that our freshmen brlng,w1th

them - . ' ) * ' - . \
r . - .

e

v . ) Church attendance in the year preceding college has increased overlthe years’

[

for UNC-CH freshmen and others. Our freshmen report a higher rate of attendance
13 o+ N * . o

than other freshmen throughout the country.

. Four Important.ijectives in Life ate shown in Table 6. "Being-an-
N

' . ."authority'in one's field" continues to be important to freshmeri, Men are.more

likely to'rate this area as-important than are'women, and Carolina freshmen
place mere 1mportance on it‘than do other freshmen. "Obtalning recognition
’from ore's peers" is generally of less importance, iteis equally important to

our freshmen and to others.-‘Once again, men place more importance. on this

“ -

T Do g o -
S . . - . - ‘ - : ’ Yoo
. Iv“' - - - .




- objective than‘do women., _
) .

YBeing welg-off financially" nhas become, more important over the years
i ’ .

_altho ore s9 to other freshmen than to-UNC—CH freshmen. Men'place mage -‘.’

) - | ] .
\ importaf s on thié objective than do women. Finally, "Helping others 1n*q. ‘-
) o y v
dlfflculty" COntinues to rank high in 1mportance~for all freghmen. WOmen

. place more 1mportance on thls objective than men, and Carolina freshmen in -

-

?eneral place more importance on it than do other freshmen. Somehow it.is_
-“ y o &
reassurlng to know that nearly three—quarters of owur- entering freshman class

con31der helplng others an important objectivé in life.

The .concluding area coverex'ln this report is shown in Table. 7 andvdeals -
w1th flve social 1ssues to Which freshmen were asked to express their agree-
: ment (the.question_was not asked in {336 and certain issués werelomitted in .+ -
¢ J

-
3

1974). Briefly the findings are as follows: I

~ . years for UNC-CH freshmen; but ‘there was a slight 1 ease in
agreement among freshmen at all universities. More men are in °~ . ) -
agreement than women, . © )

1 . -
2. Legalize abortions: There has been a rather dra c decline in
agreement from 1970 to 1978 among both women and men.

3. Abplish capital.punishment: ‘A, drastic decline from 1970 to
. 1978 was also indicated here in the'percentage of freshmen expresslng

agreement. —_

4, Married homen should stay homé&: While the wording of thie‘(and the
- following) statement has changed slightly from one survey to the next,

’ . the basic idea remains the same. The percentage of freshmen agreeing
has declined noticeably ‘over the years with women agreeing less than .
men. R L : -

4

B Women'should'receive the same opportunities: Agreement with-this .
"+ statement has been high every year that it-has been included in the
survey. In 1978 for Carolina- freshmen,/go 9 percent of the men and

97.5 percent of the women agreed .

o -

~ LY
PR

Conclusion g o ' . S, B

et
4

- -
AT

., The temptation is strong, in reports such as this, to try to interpret

~

the data which are presented. To .some extent_thia temptation haaaprevaileq as

20
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. TABLE 7

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970, %

P
*ITEM -~

Agrée Strongly or Somewhat
.{Question not asked qn 1966)

.

1974, 1978 (Expressed in percentages)

Men

———
-

Marijuana should be legalized

-

1970 .
-V 1974 e

1978

Legalize. abortions

\

1970
s 1974

Abolish capital
punishmend

f

1970
1974
1978 .

49,7
47.4
l}8.2

9.3:00

64.8 -

)
62.8

. 26.6

Married women shéuld
“stay home ’

1970
© 1974
1978

.~ Women receive same
" opportunities *

-

a -

1970
« 1974
1978

AN

*

Response rates for UNC~CH freshmen for the four surveys are:

1966
1970
1974

.. 1978

* 51,2
26.4

© 28,7

© 78.3%
-88.97
79.8%
91.4% .

UNC-CH

<

AE3

LS

. Women "Total- -.Men
|
44.0 48\-1 47.7
38.6 " 42,9 49,7
41.8 * 44t - 54.5
N o !
94,0 93.3 89.8
T . Not asked
69.0 67.3, s 60.8
73.6° 65.9 57.7
I ‘Not asked
- 36.2 32.3 -27.6 -
‘- o
L 22.3 42.8 50.4
12,9 19.6 - . 33.8
15.7 . _ 211 29.4
| Y
92,2 85.1 - .80.1,
97.0 95.2 90.1 ~
197.5 9%.8 - 91.0

ALL UNIVERSITIES

Women
i —

43.1
A
5@.2

90.7
“ 9602
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numerous comments throughout the report demonstrate. Nevertheless, the
_ intent was to present the data for information purposes and to refrain

" (tor the most'part) from offering subjective, personal feelings about the

- ¢

£indings. . B o ,
N . .

i L / .

The thirteen years of entering freshmen classes covered by this report '

and the CIRP surveys show some unmlstakable ohanges in Carollna freshmen.

[N

They get better grades in hlgh school and are ranked hlgher but\\Hé§ have

o]

* lower SAT scores. Their parents are better educated and family incomes are
higher; yet, they are stall concerned about college™ expenses. Thelr obJeotlves

.in life have remained much the same and reflect a bﬁend of altruism and

. pragmatism, They are more likely to be.women these days,.but they continue ‘
' ~ 8 -

to be concentrated in the age group which enters college "fresh" from high

school. Their political orientations.and feelings about social issues seem '
- S i ' ' ' . ’ -
"to parallel general trends' evident throughout societ¥. They” continue to plan
N A o/ - - (.
* . . . - * . LS
for graduate or,professional:education,_and they dream of entering the same
) - - e ‘ e .

| occupations after coliege as they did more than a decade ago. - They drink more,
smoke less, and 80 to church about the same. _All in all ‘the figures reflect a

remarkable degree of stability and consistency over the«years desplte the I -

-

number -of changes which, are apparent. _ _ ; '

-

&

In terms of the nserLness of this:information to The University community, v

several points can be made. ' First, the data demonstrate that ThewUniversity
Y

L - 1 - .
continues to attract able, mbtivated students.who expect to be satisfied with
. - . } . - . . . \

their experiences here. As a corollary to this, Weralso'seem-to graduate

stndents who are quite satisfied with their -experiences as reflected in our

~ surveys of graduates (for example see "Survey of May 1977 Graduates of The ,

University of North-Carolina at Chapel Hill", Office of Institutional .

Researgh, April 1978). - e R L ' .
o ' N : o ' ' N

-
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Second, this report‘suggests that The University is not attracting-™

. !

hoticeably different types.of students\despite the increase in women and:-

minority students. If increased*diversity among'the student. population is

a goal of The University, this finding may be evidence of a failure to attain
. . . oo °

L °

sthat goal.

Th1rd the whole realm of information contalned in the CIRP surveys

S T

suggests aqhumber of avenues for additional research to be done by The

University. We¥now with some certainty how our freshmen have changed Qver

the years and we have'a geheral idea of how our'graduates have fared over the .

i -{ ,

years; yet we do not really know what changes (1( any) occur in our freshmen
\-"r ):; rvv

as they progress toward graduation. It may be time for/us to utlllze the

t

capabllitles of the CIRP data by follow1ng up on one or more of the freshmen
\

lasses as they prepare to leave or sodn after they hava left Chapel Hill.

v \

Do their political orientations, 1mportant obJectlvis in Qlfe, or feellngs on

social lssues change duriqg college° Research is available from other campuses

and nationally (for example, Four Cr1t1cal Years by Astln, 1978), but what-<
C .

»

] o
]

:about Carolina freshmeh?




